false things on the grounds that they were speaking as human beings? Such was however the view of the Anomoeans who could not counter the arguments put to them which were taken from the books of the New Testament, and said that the writers of those books had spoken as, and only as, human beings in those passages.
The same response applies to the argument doctors based on the preface to Saint Jerome's commentaries on Paul's Epistle to Philemon. Here Jerome mentions heretics who rejected the Epistle on the grounds that the Holy apostle was not guided by the spirit of God when writing it. But even if one conceded to the heretics that Saint Paul and the other apostles were not inspired in everything that they wrote, it does not follow that some of their writings should be excluded: one has only to observe, as did the Jesuits of Louvain: that even passages that were not inspired contained nothing that is not true. They were given to us as such by the Holy Spirit.
The Amonoean sectarians inquired of the orthodox whether Saint Paul needed to be inspired in order to say (2Timothy 4:13): "When you come bring the cloak that I left with Carpus at Troas, also the books," and other statements of this kind. I admit that there was no need for God to dictate things of this kind to Saint Paul or other sacred writers. This same view is held by the Louvain Jesuits and was subsequently con rmed in the same passage by Cornelius a Lapide whose words are quoted above; but they do not infer from this that the only portions of Scripture to be accepted are those dictated by the Holy Spirit. It su ces to believe that the sacred writers were guided by the Spirit of God in everything they wrote so that they would not make mistakes.
The Louvain theologians also criticised the Jesuits for reviving a standpoint condemned in the person of Erasmus. But it is easily shown that nothing they suggested resembled in the slightest what was said by Erasmus. He was accused of believing that in the writings of the apostles there were mistakes attributable to lapses of memory. Nothing along such lines is to be found in the three propositions of the Louvain Jesuits who, believing that the sacred writers were in no need of inspiration to record or to set down things that they knew, were not thus led to claim that those writers sometimes made mistakes because of a bad memory. Erasmus in one of his Apologies actually makes every e fort to disprove the accusation, protesting that he had merely reproduced what Saint Jerome had said in that regard
